W t^-33004/99 


3 TRcT 



REGD. NO. D. L.-33004/99 


oRT 


4 lsfllM 


(Hie (Saxette of ^tidia 


3|+IT8|KU| 
EXTRAORDINARY 

%m 4 

I*ART III -Section 4 

uifa<*>i< $ toRw 
PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 


M a 


'U ' X 


■■.VJrfa 







w 


H. 64 ] ^ 29, 1999/HFFIT 7, 1921 

No. 64] NEW DELHI, THURSDAY, JULY 29,1999/SRAVANA 7,1921 


29 *pf, 1999 

Th^T^^/30/99-##Tft^t.—H s?NtH 3lfafWT, 1963 (1963 
38) ^ *TKT 49 ^TCT 3 HtT ^ifrRf =FT ‘SRtU ^ WITH IJTfa^T 

(Jd^SKI THTH sn^ll^K ^ fV*! ^RT fV STcnV 

fHMdH Wrt ; 1^Rrtf^Nk^TH -MW SRI ’’'fH 

RHT'Wl'l 

wm % tr mr it/ 30/99 aft 4 & 


.. 37I ^ 

WI 

ft^fti?*:-.-. 


* 

(^pf 99 % 22 cf V gSt qiffa f^rr w) 

^ *n*MT ^HR? XT # # f^H IwRiS 5RT IV ^ 3(1%^ % R^RT 
, Mr v3H% %T Vo %) tTE^” qr URR Mr W ^TET IkwH 

(i) 


2237 GI/99 




2 


[Part II—Sec. 4] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 

fa gftq ^FTf¥m«T ftftq nTO TO { ft ft ft ft ) $ 12 nfa 1998 eft ft5?TT ft 
TOT «JT ft? 20 nfa 1998 ft TO? TOT W 8TTI 

2 . TO ftg ftffft % fafftT faftft, ftTOT 5TTT ftTOT MtH tt qft TOT *T 

12,000 fto eg fan fan | 3 tt ftftffa nm ftft ft faq *nft: fan qn n I ftror 
to fag ftn ^nfaftfar ft ??r % ft ‘gftg gfa gfaft ftft ft qRgffa 
fan nI TO TOt TOft % qTOT TO ftg jnf q^T TO I qeFf ft ‘gftq ft’ 
TOnfaft 8 ft I 

3 . ^ TO q^TOT ftftftft%qqftftft% ilft$T WTO eft HFT 

ft i ftg ft nqft ftnfag nft ft fa? qft gqin qn niqq ft ft ft ft fag 
TOTOSRfcT qfa gn ft 3 ft ft ft ft 3 , 65 , 830 /- TO 5 ft 3 #fag ?rfft ft *TFT 
ft, 3 ft fa ‘gftg’ ft? 'to Trrft gift’ ftg ft srwti ft 3 rtt % nr?n m mr ^rft 
^TTST ft TO ftffa ft ftiTT qn fa ftqft ft Midi ft gq gq> ftft fa 1 ? TOM qft ft 
niqft, ng gn fa tom ?rfa nr ^ j mh qft n? fan mgr l 

4. ftg ft fafa ft 3ITO “^TF? ^Tft gift” ftm ft TOT? q? JTJTRf ftt 
ftq tot ftfagqft nft % I ft ft ft ft ft fan ftft q? ^ftft ‘gftg ftg’ ft 
faftgiterft/ftTOft ft TOft ft far TO- 3TOfaR q? fan? ftg ?TT nfaroT ft 
gqft fan % l 

5. TO TOTT ft ft ft ft ft WJ ^JSFTT W QT, faftft gftm fan % fa 
MtH Sin 3TgftfaT ftt ft PET ft 3Epn? ftf ft ftg ‘gftq’ gq nTOTgT %, ng TO 
faqfafag fa qft tot ft : - 

“faft ‘gftq ftg’ % nffag ftftq to q? 3rft nft gq m?#g sign fftft 
ftg ft I, ft Ito 2? 3rgn ftgg qirftg qgft ft gift qq qqft ftr / .^ggi g^ 
gifaft ft gig tot ft ftr ft 2f toit ftgg to gnftg q^q ft faq mft 
ftr / arggr gifaft ft m mi m ft, g?ft fa to ftg % ftro q^ftfairo % 
'gftg tott’ 2f ftR ftg qft nft gg giftft to nr fan ft I ” 

5.2 ft ft ft ft fag i % fa qgg ftg ^ qrig ftf gigr ftt, 
ftftg 3*g 1 2 f qftn gft fan I sftfa, ft ‘to gft nfa ftg to w ftr gg^nr 
,qnT FFun w l ?gft ftciRgg, ?g nfaro m 2 ojg, 199s m nftg 1 spf, 
1998 % nq ft qn 11 to: ft nft ^q ft ft ft ft % g^ 3 gqg fan fa ‘to 
nft ngr’ ft tout qr aro gqm tot qft n 1 
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6. 15 1999 ^ f^TT ! 

qr fc ‘qRR HH cfMl’ %T HT % *f iR^H HR RlHIHd: % HhRiR 2 

^T, 1998 cfiT 1 ^Tl^, 1998 % HTR #TT I RrRT *IRfr HRT HHIR HR HlH 
‘‘ft JHRTT RRHt 3Rlfa 33H HT^T % HTft ^ R# % 3H% RT RR % 
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H$f SKT12 Rl^, 1998 #T 20 RRf, 1998 HHHTRT & 
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[ lRHm/3/4/RRTRRRT/143/99 ] 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 29th July, 1999 

No. TAMP/30/99-COPT. — In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 
49 of the Major Ports Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
hereby disposes of the representation made by the M/s. a c t Shipping Limited on treating 
their vessel ‘M.V Laxmi’ as ‘coastal’ by the Cochin Port Trust as in the order appended 
hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

Came NP.TAMP/ 3 Q/ 99 -CQPT 
M/s. act Shipping Limited ... Applicant 


V/s 


The Cochin Port Trust (COPT) ... Respondent 

( Passed on this 22nd day of July 99) 

This case relates to a representation made by M/s. a c t Shipping 
Limited, Cochin, for levy of 'coastal' charges on their vessel ‘M.V. Laxmi’ which 
arrived in Cochin Port Trust (COPT) with coastal cargo on 12 March 98 from 
Kandla and sailed out on 20 March 98. 

2. The ship was chartered by M/s. Jaisu Shipping Limited, Kandla, 

for discharging 12,000 MT of uncrushed Industrial Salt In bulk from Kandla 
Port. The vessel was converted to ‘Coastal Run’ by the Customs Authorities at 
the Kandla Port. After discharging the entire cargo, the vessel left tor Mumbai. 
The Port charged ‘coastal rates’. 
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3. Some time later, the COPT demanded a certificate of entry from 
the MBPT. The anticipated next employment of the vessel had not 
materialised. Pending production of a certificate of entry from the MBPT, the 
COPT demanded payment of an additional amount of Rs.3,65,830/-, being 
difference in 'coastal' and ‘foreign-going’ charges with a notice that no services, 
would be provided for further vessels of the Company unless the outstanding 
amount was paid. 

4. According to the owners of the vessel, there is no justification in 
demanding the charges on 'foreign-going’ basis. Being aggrieved by the 
COPT, they have approached this Authority for consideration of their 
representation for restoration of the privileges / rights of ‘coastal vessel’. 

5.1. The matter was taken with the COPT, who have stated that as 
per the Port’s approved Scale of Rates, a vessel can be a coastal vessel if it 
satisfies the following conditions: 

“Coastal vessel means an Indian or foreign vessel arriving at the Cochin 
Port from another Indian port either in ballast or with cargo loaded in 
and/or passengers embarked exclusively from Indian ports and which 
leaves for another Indian port either in ballast or with cargo and / or 
passengers exclusively for Indian ports provided that the ship has 
obtained a license from the Directorate General of Shipping for being 
treated as a vessel engaged in Coastal Trade*. 

5.2. The COPT has sated that the vessel sailed to the Mumbai Port 
but did not take entry in Mumbai. Hence, it was treated as a ‘foreign-going' 
vessel and charged accordingly. Moreover, this Authority’s order dated 2 June 
98 came into being with effect form 1 July 98. That being so, the COPT felt 
that levy of charges on ‘foreign-going’ basis was in order. 

6. This Authority, vide its Notification dated 15 April 99 had decided 
that its order dated 2 June 98 about conversion of ‘foreign-going’ vessel to 
‘coastal’ and vice versa would be effective from 1 July 98. Any charges levied 
by the Port Trusts would be as per their Scale of Rates in earlier cases i.e. prior 
to the issue of the said order. Since the COPT has acted as per their Scale of 
Rates prior to issue of our order, the action taken by the COPT is in order. 

7. Accordingly, the request made by M/s. act Shipping Limited, 
Cochin, for treating their vessel ‘M.V. LaxmP as ‘coastal’, during Its voyage to 
the COPT between 12 March 96 and 20 March 98, is rejected. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ AD VT/III/I V/Exty/ 143/99] 
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